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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 


In the office action, claims 1 to 8 and 10 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite. Claims 1 to 8 and 10 were indicated as being allowable if 
rewritten or amended to overcome the rejections. The disclosure was objected to because of an 
informality. 

In this response, claims 1 and 10 have been amended according to the Examiner's 
suggestions, and claims 9, 1 1 and 12 have been canceled. In the specification, paragraph [0032] 
has been amended to correct a minor typographical error. In addition, paragraph [001 1 ] and the 
Abstract have been amended so as to be consistent with amended claims 1 and 10. 

Reconsideration of the application is respectfully requested. 

35 U.S.C. 112 Rejections 

Claims 1 to 8 and 10 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite. Claims 1 to 8 and 10 have been indicated as being allowable if rewritten or amended 
to overcome the rejections. Claims 1 and 10 have been amended as suggested by the Examiner to 
be consistent with the invention described, for example, in Figs. 1 and 2 of the application. 
Paragraph [001 1] and the Abstract were also amended so as to be consistent with the amended 
claims. 

Withdrawal of the rejection to claims 1 to 8 and 10 is respectfully requested. 


The present application is respectfully submitted as being in condition for allowance and 
applicants respectfully request such action. 


CONCLUSION 


Respectfully submitted, 
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